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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . The Examiner acknowledges Applicant's submission on 5/16/07 including 
amendments to claims 110, 112, 113, 117, 119, 120, 122 and 123 and the cancellation 
of claims 111 and 118. In view of the prior art of record and the 35 U.S.C. 112, 1 st 
paragraph rejections, all pending claims have been rejected. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 
The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

2. Claims 110 and 117 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing 
to comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter 
which was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to 
one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, 
had possession of the claimed invention. The specification has not clearly described 
the feature ' navigates from both the first and second browsers add to the browser 
history 1 . The specification has not provided a discussion of how as a result of 
navigates in the first and second browsers, these navigates are added to the browser 
history. 

Since claims 112-116 and 1 1 9-1 24 depend on claims 1 1 0 and 1 1 7 and include 
all of the limitations of these claims, claims 112-116 and 119-124 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 112, first paragraph. 
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3. Claim 1 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as failing to comply 
with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which 
was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one 
skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had 
possession of the claimed invention. The specification has not provided a clear 
description of the features of this claim. 

4. Claim 1 16 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as failing to comply 
with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which 
was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one 
skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had 
possession of the claimed invention. The specification has not provided a clear 
description of the features of this claim. 

5. Claim 124 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to comply 
with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which 
was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one 
skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had 
possession of the claimed invention. The specification has not clearly described the 
feature 'wherein the forward and back browser histories are related such that a 
current page in one of the browsers is in the forward history or the back history 
of another of the browsers". The specification has not provided a clear discussion of 
the relation of the forward and back browser histories, where the relation is such that a 
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current page in one of the browsers is in the forward history or the back history of 
another of the browsers. 

Since claims 125-129 depend on claim 124 and include all of the limitations of 
this claim, claims 125-129 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph. 

6. Claims 125 and 126 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing 
to comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter 
which was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to 
one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, 
had possession of the claimed invention. The specification has not provided a clear 
description of the features of this claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as 
set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be 
patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious 
at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said 
subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention 
was made. 

7. Claims 110, 112-117, 119-129 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over U. S. Patent No. 2002/0052925 A1 (Kim et al.), "HOW-TO Beat the 
ADS on FWP (Free Webpage Providers)?", herein referred to as the "HOW-TO" article 
and Sams Teach Yourself Internet Explorer 4.0 (Joe Lowery), herein referred to as 
Lowery. 

Referring to claims 110 and 117, Kim discloses an Internet browser (page 3, 
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paragraph 45, lines 1-2 and paragraph 50, lines 1-6). Kim further discloses receiving a 
request to open a second browser window while a first browser window is displayed, 
and opening the second browser window if the request was initiated in response to a 
user action (page 6, paragraph 77, lines 7-9 and 16-19), wherein the user's request for 
another web page, through the clicking of a link is responded with the eventual display 
of the web page that the user had requested. The user request in the web browser can 
only be made after receiving a load finished event for the first browser and before 
receiving an unload event for the first browser. Kim does not disclose ignoring the 
request if the request was not initiated in response to user action, where the time when 
the user action cannot occur is after the receiving the unload event for the first browser 
and before receiving the load finished event for the first browser. The "HOW-TO" article 
discloses ignoring the request if the request was not initiated in response to a user 
action, wherein these requests would be calls for pop-up advertisements, which are 
requested by users and as explained by the article, it provides a means for ignoring 
these pop-ups ads (page 1 , lines 16 and 27). It would have been obvious for one skilled 
in the art, at the time of the invention to learn from the "HOW-TO" article for 
implementing a means for ignoring the request for the display of advertisements, which 
are not initiated in response to a user action. Kim clearly discloses how pop-up 
advertisements are requested and displayed without any intervention from the user and 
the amount of annoyance this brings to users (page 1 , paragraph 9). The "HOW-TO" 
article also discloses the annoyance that users experience and the inconvenience of 
these pop-up unrequested ads, and provides a solution for dealing with this problem. 
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To relieve any inconvenience to the users, Kim would be motivated to follow the 
teachings of the "HOW-TO" article to implement means for ignoring the request that is 
not initiated by the users. Hence, one skilled in the art, at the time of the invention 
would have been motivated to learn from the article to implement means for ignoring the 
request that is not initiated by the users. 

Kim and "HOW-TO" do not disclose browser history information included in the 
second browser. Lowery discloses browser history means that tracks browser history 
across multiple distinct browser sessions (page 20, lines 18-26). Therefore a second 
browser that is opened would comprise a browser history of websites visited by a first 
browser. The navigates from both the first and second browsers are added to this 
browser history (page 21 , Figure 3.3). It would have been obvious to one skilled in the 
art at the time of the invention to learn from Lowery to maintain browser history across 
multiple browser sessions. Lowery discloses components that are known and included 
in web applications. Lowery also discloses how browser history is easily accessible 
when maintained across multiple browser sessions over large periods of time. 
Therefore, one skilled in the art would have been motivated to learn from Lowery to 
disclose browser history information included in the second browser. 

Referring to claim 112, Kim, "HOW-TO" and Lowery disclose keeping track of 
where browser transition occurs (Lowery, page 21, Figure 3.3). 

Referring to claim 113, Kim, "HOW-TO" and Lowery disclose detecting in the 
browser history a transition between first and second browsers (page 21, Figure 3.3) 
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and hiding in response to the detected transition, one of the first and second browsers 
and displaying the other (Lowery, page 21, lines 10-11). 

Referring to claim 1 14, Kim and "HOW-TO" disclose verifying that interface 
pointers configured for passage when a browser open request is issued have passed 
(Kim, Figure 6), the figure showing the verification process. 

Referring to claim 115, Kim and "HOW-TO" discloses ignoring window sizing 
command and superimposing the second browser on top of the first browser, the 
second browser being a full screen window that does not allow for sizing and is covering 
the first window (Kim, page 3, paragraph 45). 

Referring to claim 116, Kim, "HOW-TO" and Lowery disclose after opening the 
second browser and before a navigate, receiving notice of the back button being 
pressed (Lowery, page 20, lines 14-17) and hiding in response to the back button, the 
second browser and revealing, consistent with the browser history, the first browser 
(Lowery, page 21, lines 10-11). 

Referring to claims 119 and 127, Kim, "HOW-TO" and Lowery disclose including 
a current page of the first browser in the back history of the second browser (Lowery, 
page 21, lines 4-8). 

Referring to claims 120 and 128, Kim, "HOW-TO" and Lowery disclose 
transitioning from the second browser to the first browser upon receiving notice of the 
back button (Lowery, page 21, lines 4-8). 

Referring to claim 121, Kim, "HOW-TO" and Lowery disclose receiving notice of 
the back button being pressed (Lowery, page 20, lines 14-17) and hiding in response to 
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the notice, the second browser to reveal the first browser (Lowery, page 21 , lines 10- 
11). 

Referring to claims 122 and 129, Kim, "HOW-TO" and Lowery disclose 
maintaining a browser history, including back history and forward history reflecting 
operation of multiple browsers (Lowery, page 20, lines 18-26). 

Referring to claim 123, Kim, "HOW-TO" and Lowery discloses maintaining 
separate threads for separate browsers and passing calls from one browser to another 
browser using the separate threads, wherein events occurring in one browser can affect 
content of another browser (Lowery, page 20, lines 18-26). 

Referring to claim 124, Kim discloses a method implemented by a computer 
(Figure 3). Kim further discloses receiving a request to open a second browser 
window from a first browser window and opening the second browser window if the 
request was initiated in response to a user action (page 6, paragraph 77, lines 7-9 and 
16-19), wherein the user's request for another web page, through the clicking of a link is 
responded with the eventual display of the web page that the user had requested. The 
user request in the web browser can only be made when a navigate is not occurring and 
not during an unloading of a page. Kim does not disclose ignoring the request if the 
request was not initiated in response to user action, where the time when the user 
action cannot occur is after the receiving the unload event for the first browser and 
before receiving the load finished event for the first browser. The "HOW-TO" article 
discloses ignoring the request if the request was not initiated in response to a user 
action, wherein these requests would be calls for pop-up advertisements, which are 
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requested by users and as explained by the article, it provides a means for ignoring 
these pop-ups ads (page 1 , lines 16 and 27). It would have been obvious for one skilled 
in the art, at the time of the invention to learn from the "HOW-TO" article for 
implementing a means for ignoring the request for the display of advertisements, which 
are not initiated in response to a user action. Kim clearly discloses how pop-up 
advertisements are requested and displayed without any intervention from the user and 
the amount of annoyance this brings to users (page 1, paragraph 9). The "HOW-TO" 
article also discloses the annoyance that users experience and the inconvenience of 
these pop-up unrequested ads, and provides a solution for dealing with this problem. 
To relieve any inconvenience to the users, Kim would be motivated to follow the 
teachings of the "HOW-TO" article to implement means for ignoring the request that is 
not initiated by the users. Hence, one skilled in the art, at the time of the invention 
would have been motivated to learn from the article to implement means for ignoring the 
request that is not initiated by the users. 

Kim and "HOW-TO" do not disclose browser history information maintained 
across multiple browser sessions, where the history encompasses both forward and 
back history data. Lowery discloses browser history means that tracks browser history 
across multiple distinct browser sessions (page 20, lines 18-26). Both a first and 
second browsers have history data that includes forward and back navigates. The 
history data across the multiple browsers are associated in that a current page in the 
first browser would be in the history data of the second browser. It would have been 
obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the invention to learn from Lowery to 
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maintain browser history across multiple browser sessions. Lowery discloses 
components that are known and included in web applications. Lowery also discloses 
how browser history is easily accessible when maintained across multiple browser 
sessions over large periods of time. Therefore, one skilled in the art would have been 
motivated to learn from Lowery to disclose browser history information maintained 
across multiple browser sessions, where the history encompasses both forward and 
back history data. 

Referring to claim 125, Kim, "HOW-TO" and Lowery disclose tracking browser 
transitions such that, at a transition, user selection of a forward or back button, as 
appropriate, results in hiding of one browser and displaying of another browser (Lowery, 
page 20, lines 14-17). 

Referring to claim 126, Kim, "HOW-TO" and Lowery discloses that the tracked 
browser transitions indicate, in the browser history, transitions between pages visited by 
the first browser and pages visited by the second browser (Lowery, page 21, lines 5- 
11). 

Conclusion 

8. Responses to this action should be submitted as per the options cited below: The 
United States Patent and Trademark Office requires most patent related 
correspondence to be: a) faxed to the Central Fax number (571-273-8300) b) hand 
carried or delivered to the Customer Service Window (located at the Randolph Building, 
401 Dulany Street, Alexandria, VA 22314), c) mailed to the mailing address set forth in 
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37 CFR 1.1 (e.g., P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450), or d) transmitted to the 
Office using the Office's Electronic Filing System. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Namitha Pillai whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
4054. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30 AM - 5:30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Cabeca can be reached on (571) 272-4048. 

All Internet e-mail communications will be made of record in the application file. 
PTO employees do not engage in Internet communications where there exists a 
possibility that sensitive information could be identified or exchanged unless the record 
includes a properly signed express waiver of the confidentiality requirements of 35 
U.S.C. 122. This is more clearly set forth in the Interim Internet Usage Policy published 
in the Official Gazette of the Patent and Trademark on February 25, 1997 at 1195 OG 
89. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the Group receptionist whose telephone number is 
(571) 272-2100. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
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you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Namitha Pillai 
Assistant Examiner 
Art Unit 2173 
July 20, 2007 
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